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Dear Sir: 



This is in response to an Office action herein mailed March 25, 2004, the time for the 
two month early response to which is set to expire May 25, 2004. Accordingly, this response is 
timely filed. Careful consideration has been given to the grounds for rejection, and the following 
amendment and discussion are offered in response. Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

Also included herein is the following Exhibit: 

Exhibit A: Substitute Declaration under 35 U.S.C. § 251 . 
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Sir: 

This is in response to the "final" Office Action mailed June 12, 2002 in the 
above-captioned patent application. Reconsideration is respectfully requested in view of the 
following remarks. A precautionary notice of appeal and the appropriate fees accompany this 
response. 

Status of the Application 

Claims 1-7, 9-10, and 12-17 are pending and stand rejected in the application. 
The claims remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. §§ 101 and 1 12, first paragraph, as allegedly 
lacking utility. These rejections, the only outstanding issue in the subject application, are 
addressed below. 



Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 10 1 and 35 U.S.C. 1 12. 1st Paragraph 

The instant Office Action maintained the rejection of the pending claims as 
allegedly lacking apparent or disclosed patentable utility. Applicant has previously pointed out 
that, contrary to the assertions of the Office, the subject specification has disclosed patentable 



